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(2) That "the people" should be allowed to carry out
their will without any restraint from constitutional insti-
tutions. The former means that each should have his
own way with his own interests; the latter, that any
faction which for the time is uppermost should have its
own way with all the rest.
One result of all the new State interference is that the
State is being superseded in vast domains of its proper
work. While it is reaching out on one side to fields of
socialistic enterprise, interfering in the interests of parties
in the industrial organism, assuming knowledge of eco-
nomic laws which nobody possesses, taking ground as to
dogmatic notions of justice which are absurd, and acting
because it does not know what to do, it is losing its
power to give peace, order, and security. The extra-
legal power and authority of leaders over voluntary
organizations of men throughout a community who are
banded together in order to press their interests at the
expense of other interests, and who go to the utmost
verge of the criminal law, if they do not claim immunity
from it, while obeying an authority which acts in secret
and without responsibility, is a phenomenon which shows
the inadequacy of the existing State to guarantee rights
and give security. The boycott and the plan of cam-
paign are certainly not industrial instrumentalities, and
it is not yet quite certain whether they are violent and
criminal instrumentalities, by which some men coerce
other men in matters of material interests. If we turn
our minds to the victims of these devices, we see that
they do not find in the modern State that security for
their interests under the competition of life which it is
the first and unquestioned duty of the State to provide.
The boycotted man is deprived of the peaceful enjoy-
ment of rights which the laws and institutions of his